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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the fiber reinforced layer" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Wohlfarth (DE 
3417528). As best depicted in Figure 1 , Wohlfarth teaches a wheel assembly 
comprising a runflat support member 50 that is coaxial with a rim 42. The wheel 
assembly of Wohlfarth further includes retention grooves on the inner peripheral surface 
of said tire (grooves are defined by regions between adjacent protrusions, e.g. 50 and 
56). It is noted that the claims as currently drafted do not require the presence of a 
lubricant but rather the presence of a retention groove "for a lubricant". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wohlfarth. 

As to claim 2, the reference generally depicts the presence of a plurality of 
grooves having a small section height or depth. One of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention would have found it obvious to form the retention grooves of 
Wohlfarth with a wide variety of depths, including those detailed by the claimed 
invention, absent any conclusive showing of unexpected results. It is further noted that 
the claims require absolute dimensions and it is well recognized that tire dimensions are 
directly related to the type of tire (and thus the tire size- tire components are generally 
larger in larger tires). 

Regarding claim 3, the claims essentially define the retention grooves as having 
a width between 10 and 20 mm. As detailed above, such limitations represent absolute 
dimensions and it is well recognized that tire dimensions are directly related to the type 
of tire (and thus the tire size- tire components are generally larger in larger tires). 
Additionally, applicant has not provided a conclusive showing of unexpected results to 
establish a criticality for the claimed dimensions. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention would have found it obvious to form the retention grooves of 
Wohlfarth in accordance to the claimed invention. 
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With respect to claims 4 and 5, conventional tire assemblies include at least one 
carcass ply. In the instance where two carcass plies are provided, an innermost 
carcass ply can be viewed as a fiber reinforced layer that is sandwiched between an 
outermost carcass ply ("a carcass ply" as defined by the claimed invention) and a 
bottom of the retention grooves. Furthermore, such carcass plies are formed with either 
a biased or radial construction (satisfies claimed range between 45 and 90 degrees with 
respect to circumferential direction of tire). 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin R. Fischer whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 1215. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on (571) 272-1226. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Justin Fischer 

/Justin R Fischer/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

December 9, 2008 



